Fil ed: December 3, 2003
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 03-1633
(CA-99-664-1, CA-00-166-1)

D ane Joy Jenki ns,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
The Trustees of Sandhills Conmunity Coll ege,
et al.,

Def endats - Appel |l ees.

ORDER

The court amends its opinion filed Novenmber 10, 2003, as
fol |l ows:

On the cover sheet, section 3, line 2 -- the district court is
corrected from “Durhanf to “G eensboro.”

For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor
derk




UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 03-1633

DI ANE JOY JENKI NS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

vVer sus

THE TRUSTEES OF SANDHI LLS COVMUNI TY COLLEGE;
STATE OF NORTH CAROLI NA,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

and

JOHN DEMPSEY, JR., individually and as an
enpl oyee; CAROL EWNG, individually and as an
enpl oyee; JAMES HALSTEAD, individually and as
an enpl oyee; MARY ANN WARD, individually and
as an enpl oyee; TERESA WOOD, i ndividually and
as an enpl oyee; GEORCGE LEWS, individually and
as an enployee; RICHARD LEWS, individually
and as an enpl oyee; SUSANNE ADAMS,
i ndi vidual ly and as an enpl oyee,

Def endant s.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Mddle
District of North Carolina, at G eensboro. N Carlton Tilley, Jr.,
Chief District Judge. (CA-99-664-1, CA-00-166-1)

Subm tted: Cctober 22, 2003 Deci ded: November 10, 2003

Bef ore WLKINSON, WLLIAVS, and KING G rcuit Judges.



Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Di ane Joy Jenkins, Appellant Pro Se. Randal I Maitl and Roden,
THARRI NGTON, SM TH, L.L.P., Raleigh, North Carolina; Steven Price
Weaver, TUGGLE, DUGE NS & MESCHAN, P.A., Geensboro, North
Carolina; Joyce S. Rutledge, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF
NORTH CARCLI NA, Ral ei gh, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Di ane Joy Jenki ns appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgnent in part and dismssing in part her enploynent
di scrimnation action. W have reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons stated by

the district court. See Jenkins v. Trustees of Sandhills Comm

Col | ege, Nos. CA-99-664-1; CA-00-166-1 (MD.N. C. Apr. 25, 2003).
W deny Jenkins’ notion for a change of venue. W dispense with
oral argunment because the facts and Ilegal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



